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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-9 and 16-23 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, USC code not included in this action can be found 
in the prior Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. Claims 1-9 and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lakritz 
[U.S. Pat. No. 6623529]. 

4. As to claim 1, Lakritz teaches the invention as claimed including: a method of providing 
concurrent access to data on cross-computing environments, comprising: 

receiving a first request for the data from a first computing environment; 

receiving a second request for the data from a second computing environment, 

wherein the second computing environment is different from the first computing 
environment [Abstract; col.18, lines 61-63]; 

identifying a first message file [i.e., a document template from the master site] to service 
the requests; and 

concurrently providing access to the first message file to both the first computing 
environment and the second computing environment in order to load the data as directed by the 
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first request from the first computing environment and the second request from the second 
computing environment, wherein the first message file is for dynamically rendering and 
translating the data into a desired language associated with the first and second requests and 
wherein at least a portion of the message file is dynamically resolved in response to the first 
computing environment, and wherein the portion is different from another portion that is 
dynamically resolved from the message file in response to the second computing environment 
and wherein the desired language is related to a language used in a particular country having a 
particular dialect [col.6, line 50 - col.7 line 11; col. 18, lines 42 - 67]. 

5. As to claims 2-4, Lakritz further teaches loading the first message file into a memory or 
a data store before providing the message file to the requests [note that it is inherent to load a 
template file originally stored in a disk to a main memory prior to any associated operation can 
be performed on the template], wherein the first message file is identified with a first language 
associated with the requests [e.g., col.4, lines 35-45]. 

6. As to claim 5, Lakritz further teaches that in providing the first message file, the first 
message file is represented in a generic file format [col.6, lines 50-57]. 

7. As to claim 6, Lakritz further teaches that that a visitor who request a document to be 
presented in a different language, a different document template (i.e., a template having the 
visitor's preferred language resolved) results. This serves as a second message file that is 
concurrently served to visitors using a first message file. 
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8. As to claims 7-9 and 16-21, since the features of these claims can also be found in claims 
1 and 6, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 1-6 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lakritz 
[U.S. Pat. No. 6623529], as applied to claims 1-9 and 16-21 above, further in view of Official 
Notice . 

10. As to claim 22, Lakritz does not specifically teach that the system further comprises a 
single application programming interface library providing an interface between the set of 
language manager executable instructions and the requests from the computing environments. 

However, Official Notice is taken that using API in various application environment is 
well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use an API directly accessible by the operating system of Lakritz' s 
computer for providing the interface as claimed because the use of API greatly simplifies the 
programming/development effort [note that Lakritz also uses API to interface various translation 
resources - see col. 11 lines 29-35]. 
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11. As to claim 23, Lakritz does not specifically teach that the requests and the message files 
are represented in an extensible markup language format. 

However, Official Notice is taken that using XML for web page presentation is well 
known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use XML for the requests and the message files are represented in an 
extensible markup language format in Lakritz' s system because Lakritz' s message file may 
include a plurality of message sets, each associated with a natural language, and it would 
facilitate the extraction of any desired message set from the file if the latter is tagged in XML 
format. 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Parish [U.S. Pat. No. 6964014], who teaches a method for localizing web pages by 
reading/updating a computer file containing HTML tags and scripts for identifying character 
strings located within the tags and scripts. 

Conclusion 

Examiner note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
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teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the contest of the passage as taught by the 
prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen-Tai Lin whose telephone number is (571)272-3969. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-5:00) . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



(571)273-8300 for official communications; and 



(571)273-3969 for status inquires draft communication. 
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Wen-Tai Lin 




